THE RIDDLE FOR  THE  STATESMAN

disadvantage against the big established classes, the
leasehold tenant as against the landowner, the retail
tradesman as against the merchant and the money-
lender, the Nonconformist as against the Church-
man, the small employer as against the demoralising
hospitable publican, the man without introductions
and broad connections against the man who has
these things. It is the party of the many small men
against the fewer prevailing men. It has no more
essential reason for loving the Collectivist state than
the Conservatives; the small dealer is doomed to
absorption in that just as much as the large owner;
but it resorts to the state against its antagonists
as in the middle ages common men pitted them-
selves against the barons by siding with the king.
The Liberal party is the party against "class privi-
lege" because it represents no class advantages, but
it is also the party that is on the whole most set
against Collective control because it represents no
established responsibility. It is constructive only so
far as its antagonism to the great owner is more
powerful than its jealousy of the state. It organises
only because organisation is forced upon it by the
organisation of its adversaries. It lapses in and out
of alliance with Labour as it sways between hostility
to wealth and hostility to public expenditure. . . .

Every modern European state will have in some
form or other these three parties: the resistent, mili-
tant, authoritative, dull, and unsympathetic party of
establishment and success, the rich party; the con-
fused, sentimental, spasmodic, numerous party of the
small, struggling, various, undisciplined men, the
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